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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Favorable reconsideration of this application in light of the following discussion is 
respectfully requested. 

Claims 1, 3-7, 11,19 and 20 are pending in the present appHcation. Claims 1,11 and 
19 are amended and Claim 20 is added by the present response. Support for amendments and 
additions to the claims can be found in disclosure as originally filed. Thus, no new matter is 
added. 

In the outstanding Office Action, Claims 1, 3-7, 1 1 and 19 were rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Cocotis et al (U.S. Patent Publication No. 20030078965, 
herein Cocotis ) in view of Miller et al (U.S. Patent Publication No. 20020023959, herein 
Miller ) and further in view of Parrv (U.S. Patent No. 7,075,668), Shea (U.S. Pat. No. 
7,123,376) and Wong et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 6,580,490, herein " Wong "). 

Initially, Applicants and Applicants' representatives wish to thank Examiner Shin for 
the interview with Applicants' representatives on October 20, 2009. During the interview the 
present invention and differences between the invention and the references in the outstanding 
Office Action were discussed in detail. Comments discussed during the interview are 
reiterated below. 

Addressing now the rejection of Claims 1, 3-7, 1 1 and 19 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
unpatentable over Cocotis , Miller , Parry , Shea and Wong , Applicants respectfully traverse 
this rejection. 

Claim 1 recites, in part 

. . .the printing management server includes: 

a receiving unit, which receives a printing request of an 

electronic file, via said network; 

an identification pattern generating unit, which 

generates an identification pattern including both 

information concerning a storing place of the electronic 
file and 



7 



Application No. 10/682,122 
Reply to Office Action of 8/5/2009 

information concerning a printing condition of the 
electronic file, 

the identification pattern generated based on the 
received printing request of the electronic file, 

the printing condition including at least one of 
a sheet size, 
a printing quantity, 

a black and white/color printing selection, 
a reduction ratio and 

a quantity of pages N, the quantity of pages N 
corresponding to the number of pages to be placed on a 
single page in N-up printing; and 

a sending unit, which sends back said identification 
pattern to the user terminal, via said network. 

Cocotis describes a system for printing over a network. Miller discloses a "bar code". 
Parry describes a printing system which includes a barcode. Shea describes a method for 
using bar code data parsed from a legacy print stream to facility electronic processing. 
Further, Shea describes that a barcode can include a page number portion 211 which 
identifies a page number of a page. Further, the bar code may include a page total 212 
indicating how many pages are in the mail piece to which a particular page belongs. Finally, 
Wong describes a printer which is able to print in a plurality of output formats. 

However, the combination of Cocotis , Miller , Parry , Shea and Wong does not 
describe or suggest an identification pattern generating unit, which generates an identification 
pattern including both 1) information concerning a storing place of the electronic file and 2) 
information concerning a printing condition of the electronic file. 

Specifically, the outstanding Action states on page 3 that "Cocotis is used to disclose 
the generation of identification information." Further, the outstanding Action on page 6, cites 
paragraph 154, lines 8-10 and paragraph 158, lines 1-9 of Cocotis as corresponding to the 
claimed "information conceming a storing place of the electronic file." 

However, as was discussed in the interview, Applicants note that neither paragraph 
154 nor paragraph 158 of Cocotis describes information conceming a storing place of the 
electronic file. 
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Moreover, the outstanding Action states on page 3 that "Miller is used to disclose a 
unit for generating a pattern such as a barcode." In addition, the outstanding Action states on 
page 4 that "Parry is used to disclose the printing condition of an electronic file." 

However, Applicants note that the combination of Cocotis . Miller and Parry does not 
describe or suggest an identification pattern generating unit, which generates an identification 
pattern including both 1) information concerning a storing place of the electronic file and 2) 
information concerning a printing condition of the electronic file. 

In other words, this combination of references fails to disclose the generation of an 
identification pattern which includes both information concerning a storing place of the 
electronic file and information concerning a printing condition of the electronic file. 

Specifically, although Miller may disclose that a bar code can include information and 
Parry may describe that a barcode can include information on printing a document. Neither 
these references nor Cocotis describes or suggests that the bar code includes information 
concerning a storing place of the electronic file along with the information concerning a 
printing condition of the electronic file. 

Moreover, Shea and Wong do not cure this deficiency of Cocotis , Miller and Parry . 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully submit that Claims 1 and similarly Claims 1 1 
and 1 9, and claims depending therefrom, patentably distinguish over Cocotis , Miller , Parry , 
Shea and Wong considered individually or in any combination. 

Furthermore, as was discussed in the interview. Applicants respectfully submit that 
newly added Claim 20 also patentably distinguishes over the combination of Cocotis , Miller , 
Parry, Shea and Wong for reasons in addition to this claims' dependence from Claim 1 . 
Specifically, Claim 20 recites that the printing condition includes the quantity of pages N, the 
quantity of pages N corresponding to the number of pages to be placed on the single page in 
N-up printing. 
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As was discussed in the interview, the above noted feature of Claim 20 was included 
in Claim 1 in a list of several different printing conditions. However, the outstanding Action 
on 5 indicates that the "printing quantity" feature is the feature being selected from the list as 
being disclosed by the cited combination of references. Specifically the outstanding Action 
states ''at least one item from the list can be disclosed." 

Accordingly, Applicants have added new Claim 20 which explicitly requires that the 
printing condition include the quantity of pages N, the quantity of pages N corresponding to 
the number of pages to be placed on the single page in N-up printing. 

The outstanding Action acknowledges on page 8 that Cocotis does not disclose this 
feature but does not rely on any of the other cited references as disclosing this feature. 
Applicants respectfully submit that this is the case because none of the cited references 
disclose that the printing condition includes the quantity of pages N, the quantity of pages N 
corresponding to the number of pages to be placed on the single page in N-up printing. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully submit that Claim 20 also patentably 
distinguishes over Cocotis , Miller , Parry , Shea and Wong considered individually or in any 
combination. 
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Consequently, in light of the above discussions, the outstanding grounds for rejection 

are believed to have been overcome. The application is believed to be in condition for formal 

allowance. An early and favorable action to that effect is respectfully requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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